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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8, 10-14, 16-26, 28-31 , and 34-36 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-8, 10-14, 16-26, 28-31, and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Prasad et al (P.N. 5,675,51 1). 

Prasad et al discloses an apparatus for event tagging for multiple data streams 
that shows all the limitations recited in claim 1, and 19, including the feature of 
identifying events within a data stream and generating positional information for the 
identified events (See Prasad's claim 4), the feature of assigning time-stamp to each 
event (See the capability of assigning time-stamp to the identified events as shown in 
Prasad's claim 4), and the feature of correlating data from the first data stream to data 
in a second data stream based on the time-stamped data pointers as specified in the 
present claims 1, and 19. (See Prasad's column 7, line 66, to column 8, line 19). 

With regard to claims 2, 13, 20, and 31 , the feature of the first data stream being 
a word processing data stream and the second data stream being an audio data stream 
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as specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's column 1, lines 12- 
14, and lines 30-35). 

With regard to claims 3, 21 , and 24, the feature of the time-stamped being 
generated by a common system logger as specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. 
(See Prasad et al's claims 4-5, and 7). 

With regard to claims 4, and 22, the feature of the system logger time stamps 
data in the second data stream as specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. (See 
Prasad et al's claims 4, 7, and column 24, lines 59-60). 

With regard to claim 5, the feature of utilizing the data pointers to link events in 
the first data stream to events in the second data stream as specified thereof is present 
in Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's column 8, lines 6-11). 

With regard to claims 6, and 25, the feature of assigning time-stamps to the 
events in the first data stream and the second data stream to correlate events in the first 
data stream with events in the second data stream as specified thereof is present in 
Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's column 8, lines 6-1 1 , and see, Prasad et al's claims 4- 
5, and 7). 

With regard to claim 7, the feature of identifying an event in the first data stream 
and locating of a corresponding event in the second data stream using the time-stamps 
as an index as specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's claim 4, 
and column 8, lines 3-1 1 column 15, lines 52-67). 

With regard to claims 8, and 26, the feature of the time-stamps being generated 
from a common system clock as specified thereof would be inherently present in the 
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cited reference of Prasad et al, since, Prasad et al discloses that the event tag further 
comprises the capability of generating the time stamp for indicating the time for each of 
the AVD streams. 

With regard to claims 1 0 and 29, the feature of the first data stream being 
asynchronous as specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's 
column 4, lines 1-3). 

With regard to claims 11,14, and 29, the feature of presenting the first data 
stream with a time varying playback rate as specified thereof is inherently present 
Prasad et al. Because, convention reproduction apparatus such as the one shown by 
Prasad et al would incorporate the capability of playback the recorded data at more than 
one speed. 

With regard to claims 12, and 30, the feature of the event in the first data stream 
being defined by a fixed passage of time as specified thereof is present in Thong et al. 
(See Prasad et al's column 4, lines 27-29). 

With regard to claims 16, and 34, the feature of the event in the first data stream 
being random events as specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's 
column 7, lines 11-15). 

With regard to claims 17, and 35, the feature of the additional data streams in 
which events are correlated as specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. ((See 
Prasad's column 7, line 66, to column 8, line 19). 

With regard to claims 18, and 36, the feature of the first and second data stream 
being recorded in a storage device for later retrieval and the corresponding data 
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pointers indicate a location of a corresponding event recorded in the storage device as 
specified thereof is present in Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's column 1, lines 11-19, 
and column 2, lines 12-24). 

With regard to claim 23, the feature of the first and second event detector for 
identifying events in a first and second data stream as specified thereof is present in 
Prasad et al. (See Prasad et al's claim 4). 

4. Claims 9, 15, 27, and 32-33, are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bob Chevalier whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7374. The examiner can normally be reached on MM-F (9:00-6:30), second Monday 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Groody can be reached on 571-272-7950. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



B. Chevalier 
July 13, 2005. 
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